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Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 
The request filed on 8/12/10 for a Request for Continuing Examination 
(RCE) under 37 CFR 1.1 14 is acceptable and an RCE has been established. Any 
previous finality is hereby withdrawn and a new action on the merits follows. Any 
newly-submitted claims have been added. An action on the RCE follows. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1,4,6-18,28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. In claims 1 and 
17, it is unclear if the "a handle" and "a platform" are different handle and 

platform from those which were previously recited as suggested. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,6,7,9,10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mastrogiannis in view of Kitson. Mastrogiannis in fig. 10 shows 
an arrangement comprising consoles at 16", rack-like component at 92 and 
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retaining bar at 2 and personal safety device at 20", the claimed difference being 
the handle. Kitson shows a handle at 2 for movement within a track. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to provide Mastrogiamiis with a handle in his slot 50, as his bolt, as taught by 
Kitson, to provide a safety handle for a user. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mastrogiannis in view of Kitson, as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Vollan et al. Vollan shows a harness at 41,42. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide 
Mastrogiannis with a harness, as taught by Vollan, to provide a safety device for a 
user. 

Claims 1,6,7,8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
unpatentable over Ho in fig. 10 and figs.l at 71 in view of Taylor. Ho shows a 
handle at 1 10 and platform at 120 and two console in fig. 1 at 71, the claimed 
difference being the safety device. Taylor shows a harness at 66,68. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to provide Ho with a harness, as taught by Taylor, to provide a safety device for a 
user. 
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Claims 4 and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ho and Taylor, as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Bemett. Ho in fig. 10 and at 71 in fig.l shows the claimed arrangement with the 
exception of the rack component and pinion element and gear. Bemett shows a 
pinion 26, rack 13 and a gear drive at 41. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Ho to 
comprise rack and pinion force transmitting means and gear drive, as taught by 
Bemett, by the substituted of one known force transmitting and drive means for 
anther for their known advantages. The examiner takes OFFICIAL NOTICE that 
the provision of controls on handles is conventional, and the use of generators for 
feeding current to rechargeable battery pack that operate drive motors is 
conventional. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Ho to comprise handles with his control 
and for his motors to be operated by generators and rechargeable battery packs, as 
set forth in claim 16, in view of the conventional teachings. 

Claims 6-8,1 1,17,28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ho and Taylor, as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of either Freeman or Maubach et al. Ho, as applied above, shows the claimed 
arrangement with the exception of the centrifugal brake. Freeman shows a 
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centrifugal brake at ICQ. Maubach shows a centrifUgal brake at 18. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify Ho to comprise a force transmitting element with a centrifugal brake, as 
taught by either Freeman or Maubach, to inhibit motion in a downward direction. 

Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ho 
in view of Taylor and either Freeman or Maubach et al, as applied to claim 17 
above, and further in view of Forbes. Forbes teaches the practice of alternately 
lifting of a pair of consoles as a climbing method. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Ho to 
alternately lift his consoles, as taught by Forbes, as a known method of climbing. 

Claims 20-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ho and Taylor, as applied to claim 1 above, and flirther in view of Schworer. Ho, 
as applied above, shows the claimed arrangement with the exception of the 
automatically controlled drive to enable alternating drive of the consoles. Schworer 
teaches automatically controlled drives to enable alternating movement of 
consoles. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Ho for his climbing aids to comprise 
automatically controlled drives, as taught by Schworer, to enable alternating 
movement of this aids. The examiner takes OFFICIAL NOTICE that the provision 
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of controls on handles is conventional, and the use of generators for feeding 
current to rechargeable battery pack that operate drive motors is conventional. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Ho to comprise handles with his control and for his motors to 
be operated by generators and rechargeable battery packs, as set forth in claim 22, 
in view of the conventional teachings. 

Claims 4, 10 and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mastrogiannis in view of Kitson, as applied to claim 1 above, 
and further in view of Bixby. Mastrogiannis, as applied above, shows the claimed 
arrangement with the exception of the rack component and pinion element, gear 
and motor. Bixby shows a pinion 29, rack 26 and a gear drive at 28. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify Mastrogiannis for his arrangement to comprise rack and pinion force 
transmitting means and gear drive, as taught by Bixby, by the substituted of one 
known force transmitting means for anther for their known advantages. The 
examiner takes OFFICIAL NOTICE that the use of generators for feeding current 
to rechargeable battery pack that operate drive motors is conventional. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
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made to modify Mastrogiamiis his motors to be operated by generators and 
rechargeable battery packs, as set forth in claim 16, in view of the conventional 
teachings. 

Claims 6-8,1 1,17,18,28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mastrogiannis in view of Kitson and Bixby, as applied to claim 
4 above, and further in view of either Freeman or Maubach et al. Mastrogiannis, as 
applied above, shows the claimed arrangement with the exception of the 
centrifijgal brake. Freeman shows a centrifugal brake at 100. Maubach shows a 
centrifugal brake at 18. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Mastrogiannis to comprise a force 
transmitting element with a centrifugal brake, as taught by either Freeman or 
Maubach, to inhibit motion in a downward direction. 

Claims 20-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mastrogiannis in view of Kitson and Bixby, as applied to claim above, and 
further in view of Schworer. Mastrogiannis, as applied above, shows the claimed 
arrangement with the exception of the automatically controlled drive to enable 
alternating drive of the consoles. Schworer teaches automatically controlled drives 
to enable alternating movement of consoles. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
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Mastrogiannis for his climbing aids to comprise automatically controlled drives, as 
taught by Schworer, to facilitate alternating movement of this aids. The examiner 
takes OFFICIAL NOTICE that the use of generators for feeding current to 
rechargeable battery pack that operate drive motors is conventional. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify Ho to comprise handles with his control and for his motors to be 
operated by generators and rechargeable battery packs, as set forth in claim 22, in 
view of the conventional teachings. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,4,6-18,20-25,28,29 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. With 
respect to Ho, note figs. 10 and I at 71. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Alvin C. Chin-Shue whose telephone number is 
571-272-6828. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:00 
a.m. - 4:30 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Katherine Mitchell can be reached on 571-272-7069. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to 
the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 
571-272-1000. 

Alvin C. Chin-Shue 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3634 

/Alvin C. Chin-Shue/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3634 



